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| ng more than caszal. 
ing more than a mere start of | 


e »mind. 


me for reflection. 
lust haye put the thought into’ 
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TO 


“PHENRY HUNT, Ese. 


i aoe 
RP MIDDLETON IN THE COUNTY OF 


SOUTHAMPTON. 


LETTER TI. 


—_—_o 


, the Scheme for putting forward 
a. Roger O” Connor as a 


a Mem- 


Burdett at the next Election. 


North Hampstead, Long Tsland, | 
October 39, 1817. 


Dean Hunt, 


of » scheme of thrusting Mr. | 


ser O'Connor upon the City 
estminster may possibly have | 
teal existence, I have, how- 


4 ve ry read of the thing. in the 
j s ub ic papers. 


I have seen, that 
th a project has entered the: 
ad of somebody; and that the 
aght has not only found its 
‘into words, but also into print. 


lefore it could travel thus far, the 


jught must have been. some- 
Some- 


It must have been 
ious. There must have been 


Some one ) 


iting. The writing must have; 


short, though it is possible, that 
some hair-brained fool has started: 
the thing, my belief is, that its 
origin has been this: Mr. O’Con- 
nor, having escaped from the 
dealers in human blood this time, 
would naturally suppose, that the 
bloody league would finally suc- 
ceed by some means or other, or, 
at least, that there was no securi- 
ty for his personal freedom. This 
could not fail to be seen also by’ 
his friend, Su Francais Bur- 
petT. Mr, O'Connor would 
talk sof going to America; and, 
that he didso talk is proved by 
his having written to a friend here, 
that it was his intention to take 
this step; and d know, that he 
has done this, because his letter, 
to that effect, has been published 
here. There was one other way 
of securing his body from a dun- 
geon; and, that was by obtaining 
a seat tn parliament. "To obtain 
a seatin parliament, there were’ 
two ways; one by money, and 
this was, of course, not to be 
thought of by a gentleman, who,’ 
though the owner of a good estate, 
was unable to pay Sir Francis the 
500 pounds, which the latter came 
to the trial to prove that he had 
written for, and which five hun- 
dred pounds appeared by Mr. 
O'Connor's honourable acknow- 





pen conveyed to the press. An’ 
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seat by the death of his father, and 


67) To Henry Hunt, Esa. [68 


ledzement to be a_ thousand 
pounds. There remained only one | 
other way of obtaining a seat, and 
that was by getting the City of 
Westminster to elect Mr. O'Con- 
nor in the room of my Lorp 
Cocurane, in the event of the 
latter going to South America and 
resigning his seat ; or, in case he 
should be compelled to leave his 


by his own consequent eleva- 
tion to the Peerage. Hence, in 
my opinion, the origin of the 
thought. At any rate, it is very 
certain, that, whoever conceived 
the thought, the foundation of it 
raust have been a reliance on the 
power of Sir Francts to give 
success to the project. 

The People of Westminster have 
never had any connection with Mr. 
O'Connor. They know nothing 
of the political principles of Mr. 
O'Connor. Neither they nor 
any part of the nation have ever 
heard of any thing done, or said, by 
Mr. O'Connor in the cause of 
Reform. Mr. O'Connor may 
be, and, I believe, is, a very 
worthy man, and I know that he 
has been dreadfully persecuted by 
Corruption. But, thousands have 
the same recommendations, with- 
out ever being thought of for 
Members for Westminster. Al- 
lowing Mr. O'Connor, ad I do, 
to be not only innocent: of the 
crime laid to his charge ; allowing 
him to be a man of great talents, 
aad he may be such for any thing 
that I know to the contrary; al- 


ardour in the cause of Reform, 


though it has not publicly ap. a= Ir 
peared ; allowing all this, the Peo. 7] F a 
ple of Westminster and the Re. 1 | #4 
formers in general know no more | ~~ 

of him than the People of Coven. ae 


try, or any other public-spirited 
men, knew of Coroner, Maine, — 
the gentleman who missed being 
a maker of laws merely by taking 
one stage-coach for another and 
by the falling into too profound a 
sleep. ay 

If, indeed, Westminster had a | ~ a 
seat wherewith to shelter every al 4 
man, who isin imminent danger ~ 
of one of Corruption’s dungeons, - 
I should then say, that Mr. | 
O’Connor might have one of 
those protecting seats as well as © 
Sir Francis Burpetr; but, 
having but two seats, those two ee 
ought to be filled by men, not only 7 
of great and known talent and of 
good and known principles, but 
also, of well-known industry, per- ime 
severance, and resolution ; for, with- 7 
out these, great talent and good | 
principles are, as dear bought ex- 4 
perience has taught us, not only ~ 
of no benefit to the People, but in- 
jurious to the People, by exciting 
false hopes, false reliance, and by |7 
eventually leaving the People to 7 
the mercy of Corruption, without | 
a single effort in their defetice, 

But, besides this negative ob- 
jection to Mr. O’Connor, as 2 |) ¢ 
Member for Westminster, there 
is, with me, a positive objection. 
Mr. O’Connor adheres, to this 
day, to his notions of kingship. 










































lowing him to possess the greatest 





He is, it, seems, descended from 


‘ 
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rm. e ancient kings of ConNAUGHT 
ap. jae Ireland, to which title he still 
hen. ‘puts forward a claim, and, as the 
Re. | public has often secn with feelings 
ore 4 disgust hardly kept down by 
i. | oe of pity, be signs his name, 
‘ted ee CONNOR”, aad not Roger 
wr. QGonnor, as an ordinary onbbeati 
ne r itizen, would. He is continu- 
ing y harping upon the usurpation 
snd f England over Ireland. Why, 
A this rate, there is a similar 
surpation over Scotland, over 

aa Wales, over the Isle of Wight, 
. a inc so on, over Durham and 
tid NG prnwall ; for they had, at one 
/ me, separate governments, and 
| h had its little barbarous ruf.- 
fr. | a, called a king. For my part, 
" Took upon Frishmen as my coun- 
as “teymen as much as I so look upon 
ut, a my. townsmen of Farnham in Sur- 
ond rey. I know, that Ireland has been 
ly 7 Gmapst cruelly and insolently treat- 
of id; Ihave always abhorred, and 
ut expressed my abhorrence. of, that 
T "Streatment; but, I equally abhor 
h- ali the notions of separation which 
od | pme Irishmen foolishly or wicked- 
es ntertain. It is necessary that 
ly athe partsofthe kingdom should 
N- form but one whole, in order that 
ng | dhe independence and the power 
by Fy, and the renown of the whole should 
to [he tmaintained; and, as I would 
ut beartily, join, in approving of the 
| ost severe punishments being in- 

b- | | @licted on any body, who should 
# |) endeavour to separate Scotland 
re or Wales from England, so would 
ri _joinin approving of like punish- 
” ments being inflicted on any body, 

”. 


who should endeayvour.to separate 
“ : 8 sgrican rai | 
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England from Ireland. I do, by 
no means, wish to insinuate, that 
Mr. O'Connor has, or ever has 


17, 18158. 





had, any such views. But, it is, 
then, very indiscreet; it is in- 
dulging vanity to an enormous ex- 
tent, to keep up these ridiculous 
pretensions to kingship; and, it 
would be ten thousand times more 
ridiculous in. the Reformers of 


Westminster to think, for one mo- 
ment, of giving their countenance 
to this species of wild and obsolete 


Legitimacy. If we are to choose 
the king of Connaught, we shali 
by and by have more kings start 
up. We shall have kings as plen- 
ty as taxgatherers. I shall begin 
to trace backward the branches of 
my own genealogical tree. Who 
knows but I may have sprung 
from some petty marauder, who 
lived without work from being 
able to keep in awe acirele of Jess 
bold and more conscientious an:| 
industrious savages? No: we 
want nota multitude of Royal Fn- 
milies: the one Royal Family 
that we have is quite enough to 
satisfy any nation not destitute of 
all conscience. 

The People of Westminster had 
a hard and long struggle before 
they succeeded in freeing them- 
selves from the chains of the aria- 
tocracy. Before this struggle, 
which was made by Mr: Papen, 
most heartily backed by me and 
by many men of great zeal and 
great talent too, the People of 
that City had really no more to do 
in the choosing of their Members, 





than have the People of Winchel- 
C2 








yes 
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cea and Bramber in the choosing’ | the Whig party choak off SHer- 
of Messrs. Brougham and Wilber- | 1DAN, who had, as he thought, 
force. Pitt’s party put in one) got fast hold of the seat. Earn 
Member, and Fox’s party put in lage was elected, and a great 
the other; and, both parties hated | gilt chair was prepared to carry 
all thought of any thing resem- | him from Covent Garden to Nor- 
bling a real election. The affair , thumberland House, in whieh 
whs settled at a joint meeting of! chair he rode amidst the hooting 
tlie two factions, as thieves make | and hissing of the people. 
a division of their booty; and a} There had not been time for 
Westminster Election was become | much preparation on the part of 
one of the most contemptible of all the Reformers on this occasion; 
exhibitions. | but, we now began to bestir our- 
When Mr. Fox died, as the| selves. A series of Letters, in’the 
seat belonged to the Whig faction, | Register, addressed to the People 
the Whigs prepared to put Suer- | of Westminster, calling upon them 
iDAN in his place. But, public|to rescue themselves ‘from this 
opinion had received a great stir, | state of political degradation, and 
and the habit of calling Meelings | exposing the tricks, by which their 
was much in vogue. SHERIDAN, | suffrages had so long been con- 
eager to get seated for Westmin- | verted to the obtaining of public 
ster, made his appearance at the | money for their enemies; this‘se- 
Crown and Anchor, cried most|ries of Letters, together with 
melodiously, while his auditory | much discussion amongst the peo- 
laughed ready to split, and he} ple, prepared us pretty ‘well for 
most solemnly declared, that-his | the general election, which, soon 
only ambition was to succeed his | after, took place. Lord Ganp- 
great friend now no more. His|Ner, who had been Mr. Fox’s 
tears were in vain. The Duke of| colleague for many years, ‘was 
Northumberland, who supported | called up to the Peers; andthe 
the Whig Party with seven fongues, | Pirtites put forward Sir SAmvEL 
all Yeas or Noes, just as he com- | Hoop to stand for ‘his seat at this 
manded, wanted the seat for his general election. Earl Peréy 
son, Earl Percy, a name which| again offered hiniself; but, we 
this Duke's family has taken, |soon rang a peal in his ears, that 
though the real nume is Smithson, | made him scamper. Old SHERRY 
and which latter name, meaning | now sawan opening forhim. The 
Son of a Smith, did not sound $0 | seven’ mouths of “ Duke Smith- 
muich of antiquity and nobility as | son” (as CANNING calls him in'the 
the name Percy. The Duke’s| Anti-Jacobin Poetry) ‘were now 
seven mouths, all kept at his own shut, as far: ‘as related ‘to’ the 
command (for he was too noble | Westminster seat. "We opposed 
minded to sell or let them), made! Mr. Pavitn to ‘Sazury ; “aiid, 
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& what our man wanted ia point of 


talent and knowledge, he amply 
made up for in industry and pluck. 
‘He was a man of diminutive size; 
but what there was of him was 

d He was game, every inch 
areal game cock. QOur 
Scotch 


he 


Ehim: 
him a 
Laylor ; but, whatever else 
fas, he was as brave a man as 
He made SHeriIpAN 
link like a scalded cur; and he 
towed the one-armed Admiral so 
pletely, that he hardly dared 

to show his face. 
‘ ‘The return was given in favour 
eHoop and Sueripan; but, 
ining the struggle, as well as 
j ‘bef e and aftér it, the exposure 
of the villainies of the two fac- 
fions was so complete, that they 
thought it prudent, when the next 
tion came, which was ina few 
Months, not to put forward any 
@andidates at all. The people 
Were, therefore, left to them- 
yes; and, as Sir Francis 
gpeTtT had been thrown out for 
“Middlesex, and was out of Par- 
“Hament, it was resolved to bring 
Shim and Mr. Pauw in for West- 
Binster. It was settled between 
these two, that this 
aereceable to both. But, at a pub- 
fe dinner at the Crown and An- 
chor, a few days before the elec- 
jon, appeared Mr. Jones Bur- 
ETT, who was authorized by his 
brother to declare, that his brother 
isclaimed, all intention to be 
. bored as a candidate with Mr. 
Paull. The precise words I do 


pot recollect; . but, “they clearly 
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amounted to an implied dislike to 
be the colleague of Mr Paull. 

This was doing all that could 
be done to injure the cause of Mr. 
PAULL; and, it was, in spirit, at 
least, departing from the agree- 
ment between the parties. Ithad 
always been clearly understood 
by me, that Mr. PAULL was to be 
held up as the intended colleague 
of Sir Franeis, and that those 
who supported the one Were to 
suppor the other. This was the 
basis of the Subscription; and, 
therefore, Mr. Pautr said, that 
the disclaiming of him was _ to 
take from him the promised sup- 
port. He also imputed to the 
message of Sir Francis Bur- 
DETT an attack on his personal 
character. Hence the challenge 
and the duel. | was, at the time, 
in the country, or the duel never 
would have taken place; for, I 
had great influence with Mr. 
PauLL, and I would have ad- 
vised him .so to act as to make 
Joun But clearly see, that he 
had been foully treated, and then 
his election would have been sure. 
But all the mischief was done 
when I was called up at mid-night 
to hear the news; and, as all the 
women had pitched on upon 
PauLu withthe names of murderer 
and assassin, to attempt to reason 
the torrent into silence would have 
been useless. 

Mr. Pacu. was. dangerously 
wounded, and Sir FRANCIS. re- 
ceivedasevere wound, The dan- 
gerous state of the former made 
his staunch friends indifferent to 
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the result of the election. It ap- 
peared useless to endeavour to 
support him by votes. Mr. Ex- 
riot and my Lorn Cocnrane 
came forward ; - and even Old 
Susnrny, emboldened by this 
cchism, again showed his nose ; 
which, however, he soon with- 
drew. The election terminated in 
favour of Sir Francis and Lord 
Cocurane; but, it was a very 
langutd affair. Nota thousandth 
part of the interest was excited 
that was seen at the contest with 
Suenipan andHoop. That was 
the real struggle; that was the 
real triumph of freedom in West- 
minster. We had to contend 
against the whole force of the Bo- 
rough-faction, who had united 
against us in open, active, and des- 
perate hostility. In the latter 
case, the whole of this faction re- 
mained perfectly neutral. 

Tn the last case I remained at 
home. My Lorn Cocurane wrote 
to me to obtain my assistance, and 
he will well remember, that my 
answer was, that I deeply la- 


‘inented, that it was now too late 


for me to render any assistance to 
Mr. Pavxur; but, that, while he 
continued, though against my ad- 
vice, to be a candidate, I was 
bound in honour to give my assist- 
ance, whatever it might be, to him. 
His Lordship, in reply, told me, 
that my answer had not at all dis- 
appointed him, and that my reasons 
had dun'vinted him that I was 
acting as I ought todo. Tsay 
Mr. Pavtr on-his bed where he 
lay nearly to the moment of his 
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death. “ Ah!’ said he; asTen- (3) 
tered the room, ‘if you hadbeen @, 
“here, | shouldnowhave beenin 7 
‘¢a seat, instead of being ona bed.” ga 
And he laughed at the dull joke, the 
though he was suffering most ex- — by 
cruciating pain. I had never been 
upon terms of private intimacy 
with him. The notion was that [ 
had, because one of my sons was 
baptised James Paull; but, this is 
the name of a worthy old friend of |—~ 
mine in Pennsylvania, and was || 
given to the child before I had 
ever heard of Mr. James PauLt, 
who had been introduced to me by 
Mr. Winpnam in the year 1805, 
and with whom I never had any 
acquaintauce, except as a public _ 
man. But, as such, I felt’ deep 
interest in his success ; because he 
was a most bold and industrious ~ 
assailant of my country’s worst = 
enemies; and, it has always been ~ 
my opinion, that he did more real | 
good to the country than Sir © 
Francis Burpetr has, of him- | 
self, everdone. I deeply lament- — 
ed the fate of Mr. Paunt, and, PP, 
though his struggle in Westmin- S86? 
ster cost me some hundreds of e 
pounds, and though I disapproved | 
of tite challenge to Sir Francis, 1 7 
have never spoken of the fate of G 
the brave little man, without ex- |” 
pressing my sorrow at it, and have | 
never mentioned his name without | 
endeavouring to do justice - to ‘hie 
memory. 

Now, upon a review of all the 
circumstances and all the acts, 
which produced a restoration of 
freedom in Westminster, and whieh 
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entually led to the election of | whose activity and anxiety were 


Sir Francis Burpert, it will ap- 
pear very evident, that the City 
the s not owe its freedom to him. 
Indeed, he refused to take the 
Posialles pains in order to secure 
the ground which had been gained 
by Mr. Pavitt. The expression 
4 f r. Horne Tooke was, that 
PFrancis should not stand for- 
frd at all, but that the people 
last elect him,‘ atarush’’; mean- 
@ that they must rush forward in 
al ody and elect him at once with- 
Out any effort of his. This was 
- the ground, upon which he stood, 
and very fair ground it was. But, 
having been supported in this most 
able way, his conduct ought 
‘to! loibe proportioned to it; and, at 
2 sk rate, he has noqoired no just 
hit 3 to a right to nominate the 
er Member for the City, If 
; hi were the case; if Ae could put 
x m: any crony of his own, a Mr. 
O'Connor, a Col. Maine, a Sir 
¢ OBERT Witson, a Mr. Broue- 
_ or any other person, no 
ter who, I can see nothing that 
ibs Ebeen gained by all the exer- 
‘tion, which we made in Westmin- 
ir. During the struggle of Mr. 
AULL,W hen the Aristocracy were 
pated in Westminster, there was 
§ much public-spirit displayed as 
wer was beheld in the world. 
Ahere were numerous men, who 
gave up their time, who sacrificed 
heir obvious interests, who set at 
ought all private considerations, 
n order to insure the public good. 


remember, and shall always res 


hember, Mr. Groncs Harris, 


}as great as if the fate of his very 


soul had depended upon the re- 
sult. WhenI name Mr. Harais, 
however, I only name him as one 
amongst scores; and, it is this 
public-spirit, this ardour which 
forgets all about se/f; it is my 
long observation of this, in so 
many of my countrymen, that has, 
more than all other things, en- 
deared them and my oountry to 
me. 

What! was all this exertion to 
be made, in order to rescue this 
City from the handsof the Aristo- 
cracy; and is it now to become 
the close borough of a single man? 
We complain of the mockery of 
elections, where a corporation or 
any ather,dozen or two of men, 
choose the Members; but, what 
better will Westminster be, if a 
little Club, or Committee, can 
carry on the same sort of farce ? 

Besides, there are the prineiples 
now to be considered. We know 
well, that Sir Francis Burner 
was elected upon the ground, that 
he was opposed é0 both the trading 
factions. He called them the Re- 
giment; he described’ Mr. Wairt- 
BREAD as being in the Regiment; 
and he truly so described him. 
Sir Francis has a thousand times 
declared, that .the factions were 
equally hostile to the freedom of 
the pedple. , And well he might, 
seeing that both factions have a 
share in the Boroughs and in the 
Pensions ‘and Sinecure Places. 
He declared, that the two factions 





must be rooted out; that the 
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leaves must be torn out of the 
accursed Red Book; that the two 
factions must be put down. T hese 
were the principles upon which 
he was elected. But, we now 
find him taking a decided part with 
one of the two factions. We find 
him exchanging the appellation 
of ‘ honourable friend’ with the 
sons and the notorious tools of 
Boroughmongers; and that, too, 
at the very moment, that these 
his new friends, are abusing and 
calumniating the million and a half 
of men, who have petitioned fora 
Reform of the Parliament. He 
was a witness, an eye and an ear 
witness, of the conduct of Mr. 
BrovGcuam at the beginning of 
last session. He heard him assail 
the petitioners in the most furious 
and ferocious and most cowardly 
‘manner. He heard him attack 
Major Cartwright’s ‘“ little reme- 
dics and big blunders.”’ He atter- 
wards saw the duplicity of this 
man exposed from a document in 
his own hand writing. He saw 
all the proofs; the clear, the in- 
dubitable proofs of this man’s 
insincerity, of his falseness, of 
his political turpitude; and yet, 
we since hear him, over and over 
again, and even ostentatiously, 
calling this same man his “ /earned 
and honourable friend.” After this, 
we may expect to see him, in the 
languaxe of Scripture, “ say unto 
“* Corruption, thou art my father ;” 
for, the alliance is now become 
So very close, that we may almost 
call it a relationship. And, when 
the zealous and sincere men in 
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[so Gam j 
Westminster, and all over the | 
kingdom were subscribing to carry 

Sir Francis into Parliament ;-when | 

they were exulting at this great 


triumph over the two factions, — 
did it ever enter into their minds, © 
that they should see a dinner, 
held for the avowed purpose of 
celebrating that triumph, couvert- 
ed into an occasion of eu/ogizing 
one of those factions? As to the > 
pretence, that the whigs, or any id 
part of them, have come over to | 
Sir Francis Burpett’s princi- | — 
ples, to shew the falsehood of 
this, what need have we of ‘any © 
proof other than the fact, that the ’ 
very men, who were eulogized by 7 
Sir Francis at this dinner, héld in ~ 
derision, and openly deride, the 
prayer of the People for ANNUAL 
PARLIAMENTS*® As to the 
extent of suffrage, whether it 4 
should, as ‘we pray, go the full 79 
length of the Duke of Richmond’s ca: 
Bill, or whether it should stop at — 
householders ; will any one man of | 
the new “ honourable friends” 4 
distinctly pledge himself to either? 
So far from it, that they, one and 
all, reprobate the idea as wild, 
visionary, mad, and, if not seditious, — 
most terribly mischievous. How, © 
then, are they come. over? What 
is it that entitles them to our |” 
champion’s. praise 2, What have ~ 
they done to the People’s cause | 
but harm 2 It was their language, 
joined to his abandonnent, that 
gagged us. It is, therefore, an 
instance of superlative impudence 
in any one to pretend, that this 
faction, or any part of it, has come 
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ever to Sir Francis Burpertr. 


: it is he, who has, as far as 
any movement has taken place. 
over to their principles and 
ir views; and, though he may 
that he is at the 
Rig faction, they wal know, that 
Bis now only their under/ing. 

Mnstead of quietly and silently, 
hk a se! of beorough-slaves, sub- 
fitting to choose a second Mem- 
Ber at the dictation of Sir Francis 

Birdett, the People of Westmin 


will have a right, and they 


will be called upon by a sense of 


tty, to inquire, whether he him- 
has a fair claim to be re-cho- 
f. There are matters to be 
Mared up, which must be cleared 


féstminster, unless the People 
Hf that City are become destitute 
‘all their spirit and their good 
lerise. I, for one, if I am present, 


wi éertainly oppose his re-elec- 


ion, unless he come forward and 
lis stinctly pledge himself to move 

f leave to bring in a Bill fora 
feform of the Parliament upon 
he principles of Annual Elections 


ay + . . . 
ar ia right of voting co-extensive 


ith taxation, and restricted only 

| by the natural disqualifications of 
Px or of non-age, and by those 
insanity and criminal infamy. 


hope, that the People of West- 
‘Minster will never leave any thing 
| doubtful upon these points again. 


As to annual parliaments, he 


himself does not pretend to have 
any doubt; and, indeed, the exis- 
‘tence of these in former times has 





been so clearly proved as to leave 
Dean Swirt 
talks of the right of annual par- 
laments as a thing of which no 
SAMUEL 
Jounxsros (not the Dictionary 
Pensioner) has proved the right 
and the practice beyond all ques- 
tion. Mitton, Mr. Baron Ma- 
seres, the lute Duke of Ricu- 
MOND, and many others, not to 
mention Major CartwriGurt, 
Mr. Fawkes, and many men, who 
are now active, have all given the 
proofs, over and over again. Yet 
this was one of the ** big blunders,” 
at which Sir Francis’s honourable 
and most impudent friend, Mr. 
Brougham, affected to laugh. 

The extent of the suffrage ought 
to be co-ertensive with taxation, 
because the very essence, the vi- 


no room for doubt. 


mon had ever doubted. 


tal principle, of the Constitution 
is, that zo man shall be taxed with- 


out his own consent. If, indeed, 
the taxes are taken off {rom the 
beer, the malt, the hops, the to- 
bacco, the sugar, the tea, the can- 
dles, the spirits, the soap, the lea- 
ther, the salt, the pepper, the 
iron, the steel, the drugs, the 
post-letters, &c. then the mass of 
the People may, with some shew 
of justice, be denied the right of 
voting. But, there would, even 
then, remain a tax, and a most 
weighty tax too: [I mean the Mi- 
litia Service and other compulsory 
military and naval service. ‘Take 
all these off; leave Sir Francis’s 
‘©'men of property ;” leave his 
* pentlemen af the country,” to pay 
all the taxes now raised in money, 





We 
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and to periorn the Militia and 
Sailor’s service themselves ; and 
then [ agree, that the mass of the 
People will . have less evident 
grounds for the assertion of their 
right to vote. 

But, it wili remain for Sir Fran- 
cis to explain to the People in 
Palace Yard, or Covent Garden, 


to deuvy the right of voting toa 
very large part of those, who pay 
almost the whole of the taxes. If 
we look at the amountof the taxed 
articles, above enumerated, and al 
the portion of that amount, which 


. > , 
_ consists of fax, we shall see, that 
every Journeyman or Labourer | 


pays in taxes more than the 
amount of one half of -his wages, 
that is to say, of the income from 
his property, which property con- 
sists in bis labour. Upon what 
principe is it, then, that Sir Fran- 
cis would deny to this man the 
right of voting? ‘The man is not 
a house-holder. But what signi- 
fies that? He pays the taxes. 
Must a man be marricd, in order 
to have a right to vote, anc that, 
too, at atime, when the schemers 
are at work to prevent people from 
marrying? If the Journeyman, 
or Labourer, pay so large a por- 
tion of the taxes, upon what prin- 
ciple, Lask, is it that Sir Francis 
would deny him the right of vot- 
ing? I should like to Aear this 
principle explained. 

{ know, that Sir Francis will 
suy, because he has said, that 
the Journeyman and Labourer 
pay no taxes; and that, as the 














taxes come out of their wages, 
and the wages come from the mas- 


ter, or farmer, it is the master, | 


or farmer, who pays the taxes, 
and not the Journeyman or La- 
bourer. 
case, it is the farmer who pays 
the taxes of Sir Francis himself, 
for the taxes of the latter come 


upon whal principles be has wished | out of rent, and the rent comes 


from the farmer. Nay, the far- 
mer pays no taxes; for, as his 


Now, then, if this bethe "4 


taxes come out of the money that 7 


he receives for his corn and his 


meat, and as this money comes | 


from the Miller and Butcher, the 
Miller and the Butcher pay all 
the farmer’s taxes. No, faith, 
for they get the amount of the 
taxes in the price of the flour and 
meat that they sell; so that it is 
the Journeyman and Labourer, 


|and others, wha eat the flour and 
| meat that pay the taxes at last. 
| Into this endless raund of folly 


would the argument of Sir Francis 
lead us. The true principle is, 


that, be the tax of what nature it 


may, every man in the country 
really. pays a part of the tax in 
proportion ta the quantity of taxed 
matter which he consumes, or uses 
for his own private purposes; 
and, as the poor man consumes, 
in proportion to his income, a much 
larger quantity of this taxed mat- 
ter than the rich man consumes, 
the poor man is much more heavily 
taxed than the rich man. Thusis this 
favourite doctrine blown into air. 

But, if this doctrine were as true 
as it is false, how would it benefit 
Sir Franeis in hie project for ¢x- 


7 
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wages, 
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naster, ding the right of voting to 
taxes, louseholders, and stopping there ? 
r La- fia Journeyman, or Labourer, 
be the PWho is not a householder, pays no 
> pays ~ Waxes, he who is a householder 
mself, Mays no taxes, unless he inhabita 
come | Mouse with five or six windows. 
comes | @)pon what'principle, then, is he to 
far- ave a vote, while the man who is 
is his © ta householder is deprived of 
y that that privilege? In short, this 
id his ouscholder project is too flagrant 
somes 1 f absurdity to deserve firther 
, the F tice. It is a perfect novelty in 
y all # the science of politics; but of so 
faith, © n ya character as to merit no ap- 
f the ~~ ellation higher than that of a 
rand “giddle. 

it is + However, we are not yet come 
urer, #0 the close of the arguments, on 
and Which the People’s right to Uni- 
last. ersal Suffrage rests. And here 
folly me observe, once for all, that 
NCIS by Universal Suffrage, we have 
2 is, ever meant, that there should be 
re it r exceplions; we have never 
ntry Meant, that every person should 
x in fote. Pye areas are by the iets 
xed 

uses %* heir character, disqualified, as 
seg; | they are in the cases of military 
nes, @nd naval service. Women, from 
uch their feminine offices and proper- 
nat- tics are so disqualified. It is a 
ies, |. Mere shuffic, therefore, to pretend, 
nily hat, if our Reform be adopted, i’ 


this 
nir. 
rue 
efit 
eX: 


would be unjust to exclude wo- 

en. 
Hanswerable in his estate and in 
his person, for all debts and all! 
{respasses of his wife. The law 
calls upon all the king’s subjects to 
‘take up urms, in certain cases, in 


The law makes a husba. d, 
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dominions, but, 
subjects 4u- 
not 


defence of his 
though all the king's 
clude women, women are 
meant so to be included by the 
Women, by law, cannot be 
Parliament: they 


Bishops 5 


law. 
Members 
cannot. be Priests or 
they cannot be Counsellors or 


of 


Judges, they cannot be Officers 
by land or sea. The law, by its 
e, or, asthe Jawyers call 
it, by its tnlendment, exclades 
theni, thougitit -ays nothing about 
them. Itis, therefore, mere ca- 
villing to pretend, that we do not 
mean what we say, when we talk 
of Oniversal Suffrage. Insane per- 
sons cannot be permitted to vote, 
hecause the law does not allow 
them todo either good or harm. 
Their engagements are void, and 
they can suffer for no crime how- 
ever heinous its nature. Men 
deemed infamous by the law, and 
whose oaths pass for nothing, 
must also be excluded. Infants 
are excluded, because ‘the law 
does not bind them in any civil 
contract. But, with these excep- 
tions, where the disqualification 
is so obviously just, and so con- 
sonant with all the principles and 
practices of law, all persons ought 
to vote; and this extension of the 
Suffrave is quite sufficient to jus- 
tify the epithet Universal ; though 
Sir Francis uvever saw, I believe, 
in the Bil/, which he was topresent, 
this word ¢ niversal. The drawer 
up of that Bill knew well how to 
express the legal meaning of it. 
In short, the word Unizersal is 
made use of as the best single 


meaning 














“we say.” 
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word which presents itself; as 
Sir Francis uses the word Bo- 
roughmongering before Parlia- 
ment; for there are exceptions 
here. J7e is not put in-by Bo- 
roughmongers ; but, if upon all 
such occasions, we were to go into 
exceptions, our discourse and our 
writings would become so encumn- 
bered, that nobody would long 
have patience to listen to the for- 
mer, or to read the latter. So 
that this cavil at mere words is, 
and can be, nothing more thaa a 
pretext for shuffling out of the 
thing which is well known to be 
understood. But, in order to put 
an end to all doubts on this sub- 
ject, why did Sir Francis not pro- 
pose the Bill. The Bill would 
have spoken for itself. It would 
have shown, that the Reformers, 
with their able and venerable 
Leader at their head, contem- 
pleted neither “ /iti/e Remedies 
“nor big Blunders ;” but, that 
they well knew what they meant, 
and well knew how to express 
their meaning. Sir Francis Bur- 
dett, and all the rest of us, 
have long talked of a Reform 
of Parliament; but, we mean 
a Reform of the Commons’ House 
only. So that, the whole cause 
may be cavilled at upon this ground, 
because we “ do. not mean what 
This criticism re- 
minds one of the learned washer- 
woman, who, when, presiding at 
the-tea-table, being asked by an- 
other to give her a cup, gave her 
the empty cup, observing that she 
had not asked for any tea. 































Thus, then, let us hope to escape 
carping at words and syllables in 
future, though it is extremely. dif. 9% 
ficult to make those understand, 72 
who are resolved not to act upon =~ 
the thing to be understood. As “) 
none are so blind as those who do jo 
not wish to see, so none are so. 
dull as those who do not wish to) 
understand. There was an Offi.) 
cer in the 54th Regiment, who,| 
when out on a Piquet, mistook a 
string of farmers, at three miles 
distance, for a whole regiment of} 
American Cavalry, and retreated a 
with his Piquet accordingly. The 
general (Garth) asked him how he hs: 
came to make such a mistake, and - 
his answer was that he was zear-| | 
sighted. ‘‘ Let me beg of you, . 
“then,” said the General, * net 
‘ to strain your eyes another time, 
‘ but to wait till the object ap- 
*‘ proaches you.”’ ‘This was are- 
markable instance of the effects of 
a defect in the faculty of seeing; 
though, in another instance, the 4 
same officer could not see, at the | 
distance of a hundred yards, a My 
foraging party that he was ordered 7%, 
to pursue. ‘here is no account- 
ing for such out-of-the-way ca- 
prices of the senses and the facul- 
ties; but, let us hope, that, for the 
future, it will be clearly under- 
stood what we mean by the two 
words Universal Suffrage. 

Well, then, it will require to be 
explained by Sir Francis,’ upon 
what principle, whether of law, 
reason, or justice, he can deny this 











right to the people, while they are 
all liable tobe compelled to take up 






: 


wm and to fight in defence of the: 

[ 80 RGountry at the hazard of their lives. 
>scape) meee knows well, that all Journey- 
les in) gmmen and Labourers, whether single 
ly dif.) or married, whether non-house- 
stand, h Siders or house-holders, are 


As 


hodo “- 
re s0| 
ish to 


wha, 
20k a 
antles 


nt of? 
2ated | 
The 


Ww he| ,, Sei blood, which runs through 















liable to be socompelled, and that 
they really are so compelled. He 
, notwithstanding what has 
heen said, still insist that the Jour- 
beymen and Labourers pay no 
ures; but, he will hardly insist 
at they carry no muskets, and 
led no blood! He will hardly 
fetend, that it is the masters and 

ers, and the *‘ gentlemen of the 
¢ Country,”’ who, at bottom, real- 
y carry the arms, and that it is 


e holes made in the coats of the 


wl eS sdiers and in the jackets of the 
you,| Millers! “It will demand some- 
; pst Wing beyond even the ‘logic of 
: DIRRAS to make out this:doc- 
ahd ‘ine. Well, then, if it be the real 
sil dies and blood of tle People, 
rae thout any distinction of house- 
sib Older and _ non - householder, 
Bs "Which are verily and indeed com- 
lee E ‘pelied by law to expose them- 
| -gélives in defence of the country, 
sede ) upon what principle will Sir Francis 
red i fend his wish to shut out more 
ant: han one half ofthem from the right 
58” fvoting? I should like to have a 
m- istinct answer to this question ; 
the ind, distinct, indeed, it must be, if 
ler- yen at all;for there is no possi- 
{W° bility of evading or blinking the 
juestion. 
>be i In fact, the only answer must 
pon Mbe, that the mass of the people 
mi vere born and live for the benefit 
are 
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and honour of a few; that these 
few have a right, by birth or by 
wealth, to compe! the many to 
shed their blood for them; and 
that the many ought, in fact, to be 
considered in no light higher than 
that of dogs in a kennel, or cattle 
upon a farm, Great craft and pro- 
found hypocrisy may be able to 
produce a confusion of ideas on 
the subject, and to deceive the 
very, very credulous part of man- 
kind; but, as Sir Francis has 
neither craft nor hypocrisy, this is 
the answer he must give, or con- 
fess that his house-holder plan is 
unjust as well as whimsical. 

But, there is yeta body of men, 
whom the house-holder plan 
would exclude. I mean all the 
regular so/diers and sailors. These 
are not house-holders, to a cer- 
tainty ; and upon what principle 
are they to be shut out? Is it de- 
sirable for a Reformed Parlia- 
ment. to adopt the system of the 
Boroughmongers in keeping these 
men separate from the people; 
in giving them no common inter- 
ests and no common feeling with 
the people ; in doing all that can 
be done to make them envy and 
hate the people; in rendering 
them wholly insensible to the 
rights and liberties of their coun- 
Oh, no! Sir Francis Bur- 
But, 
Why 


try ? 
dett does not think this. 
what does he think, then? 
would he exclude the soldiers and 


sailors? They cannot be house- 
holders ; but, are they to have 
no rights left them, because they 
have engaged to venture their 
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lives for their country’s safety and 
honour? Those of our country- 
men, who wear red coats and blue 
jatkets pay, in proportion to their 
means, heavier fares than the 


Lords and * the Gentlemen of the} 


Country” pay. Their pay would 
afford them double the quantity of 
beer, sugar, tea, &e. that they 
now can get, if there were no 
taxes on these articles. Upon 
what principle, then, can they 
be shut out? The Duke of 
Richmond included Soldiers and 
Sailors in his proposed Reform ; 
tnd, certainly, to exclude them 
would be unjust in the extreme. 

I would demand, and it is very 
probable that I shall demand, on 
the hustings of Covent Garden, a 
distinct answer to all these ques- 
tions. [ see, that the Ministers are 
very shy of dissoloing the Parlia- 
ment, and they shall look sharp, 
if they act before [ am ready for 
them. If, however, I am not at 
hand, 1 know well, that you will 
do your duty; I know well, that 
you will not be indueed te remain 
silent, while any deception, or any 
wummery is going on. 

There is one more subject upon 
which would demand an expla- 
nation; namely, whether Sir 
Francis did, or did not, approve 
of his son's going inta the Stand- 


jacket, muff and tippet, with big 


‘the question.” I know that: you 
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serve under a German ‘Officer, 
whow the law positively forbids to 
be so entrusted and employed. y+ * 
This, as I haye before stated, is a fm P® 
matter of the greatest conse- | 
quence; for, though I believe, 77 
that he never did approve of it, he | — 
has never publicly said so; and, | © 
therefore, the striking cireum. a ° : 
















stance requires explanation. As\q 
to the abandonment of the Refor. 
mers and their cause at the begin- 
ning of the session, it requires no 
explanation, because it will admit 


, . . ges t 
ofnone. It requires apology, it) 


requires confession of neglect of 
duty; but of explanation justifi- 
catory it admits not. This affair 
ofthe son docs; and it ought to , 4 
be demanded. What would be we ~ 
said of you, if one of your sons § 


were seen in a German cap and} 


black-balled whiskers under. his 
nose, covered with all sorts of BF 
tinsel) and tapes, with a | ridi-— = 
cule bag aud big sword at» his 
heels, and with a pair of long 






crooked spurs screwed into hit 
boot heels? I know you will say, 
that yow would rather see him 
sweeping the streets; but, what 
would the People say? ‘That is 











will say, that forty Baronetcios 
and forty big estates would not be 









ing Army inline of peace, and to: 


a compensation for such a calamity. 
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eve, | ‘for an explanation ; 
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Bot, again I ask, what would the 
People say 2 Why, they would 
be slow to condemn ;_ their 


justice would induce them to wait 
but, 


€ 


having 
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not approve, the explaxation 
cannot possibly fail to do himself 
good, while it can do his som no 
harm, for the fact cannot go be- 


yond the suspicion with regard to 


t,he E ig PP waited for about two years, and | him; but, ifSir Francis did ap- 


and, 
cum. 


Ast fe 
efor. 


ratio 
$ ho 
dimit 


y, ithe 


‘t of 
stifi- 
ffair 


t toe 
_ Bot: 


1 be 


sons 


‘and I 


big 








) " Bither Sir Francis did approve of 








| We man living. You recollect how 


Sexplanation in November, Decem- 


Bee eived no explanation, ad 
"would begin to think; that you 
Biisdained their good opinion very 
much, that you thought yourself | 
wholly unaccountable to them, or 
that your doctrines about Stand- 
ing Armies were intended, like 
0 me men’s sermons, for the bene- 
fit of every body but yourself. 





_ his son's entering the Standing 
| Ariny i in time of Peace, or he did 
if he did, he has wholly 
abandoned his political principles; 
if he did not, an explanation is due 
o the people, and, if the explana- 
tion be not given, his contempt of 
he people is exceeded by that of 


y persons asked me for this 





er, and January last. You know 
low many doubts and surmises 
ose from the want ofan expla- 
Ration. You know, that one 
g sutleman, formerly a warm ad- 
yocate for Sir Francis, declared 
hat this had so disgusted him, 
hat he would never again stir an 


neh in any. cause, in which Sir 


People will not subscribe. 





If he did 
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prove, it is unmanly in itself and 
| unjust towards the people as well 
as towards his own son, not to 
avow the approbation. 

Vain is the imagination of that 
man, who supposes, that these 
questions are to be avoided by the 
sticking of some delegate upon the 
hustings to say, ‘‘ thus and thus 
saith Sir Francis.” 
will not easily be found, if it be 
recollected how the Alceting of 
Delegates was abandoned. “But, 
if one should be found, there must 
be another Subscription, if any 
. as I 


A delegate 


man appears in opposition, 
trust there will. And, who is 
to subscribe? Will the Whig 
Lords? The very thought makes 
one. shudder. No: though he 
has abandoned us, [ never can 
wish to see Sir Francois Bor- 
DETT covered with shame and 
infamy so great! After being 
elected by the means of such a 
subscription, I verily believe the 
sight of him would kill me. The 
They 
cannot be asked to subscribe. 
Will Sir Francis pay: the ex- 
pences himself? Away, then, gous 































O% | To Hewry Hunt, Esa. [96 


“Purity of Election,” like a star 
from the firmament. Yet, to this 
it must come, or, if boldly op- 
posed, he will not be re-elected. 
For, the day of account is now 
come. Men now look back, and 
ask, what hasbeen DONE? They 
have heard a great deal of éalk ; 
but, upon summing it up, they 
find so many cyphers, that the 
amount is nothing. There is no- 
thing that remains to be seen and 
felt. No bold and indelible re- 
cords of the infamy of our perse- 
cutors; much talk about extrava- 
gant expenditure, but no well- 
drawn summary of the whole, no 
close and intelligible account of 
it; much talk about the Debt and 
Paper-meney, but no distinct pro- 


positions, recorded on the jour.) 


nals; much talk about the plun- 
der and the distribution of the 
plunder, but no manuel for the 
people to carry about them and 
to refer to; much talk about the 
conduct of Judges and Attornies 
General, but no list of distinct 
and undeniable charges; much 


7 





talk about impeaching CasTLr- 
REAGH, but no impeachment ; 
much talk about Reform and half- 
a-dozen unmeaning motions for 
Committees, but no Bill. In short, 
with few exceptions, all has been 


talk; a great deal of talk against the Ps : 


Standing Army; and, what do we 


see? Much talk abont-the true- |» 


hearted Major “Cartwricnt, 
while the City of Coyentry is 
intended for Colonel Marine. * 
This is the greater part of the 
account. This is pretty nearly 
the sum total of the produee of 
all the zeal, all the exertions and 


all the devotion of the people of 


Westminster, who, whatéver the 
Rump of a Committee may think, 
are not to be made to believe that 
talking and doing’ are the same 
things. 

With the most anxious wishes 
for your health, I remain, 

Your faithful friend, 
And most obedient servant, 


Wx. COBBETT. 


Error.—In No. 2, » 2, folio 35, line 6 from F Dy 


the bottom; instead of love, read tone, 
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